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Scientists are often blankeied
with the indictment of inditfer-
ence to the human tonsequences
of their experimental discover-
ies. Some have, lo be sure. such
a ftrightening glimpse ol the fu-
ture that they escape with reliel
to the refuge of their laboralor-
ies. Most  simply da not  know
how te communicate with  non-
specialists about matters of  ul-
tynate imporiance.

The Soviet physicist, Andrei
Dimitrievich Sakharov, is a sui-
entist who has dared to spcak
out. His manifesto, transiated
trom the Russian and published
in all ils 10,000 words by the
New York Times on July 22,
would have been a courageous
dissent even within the iberal
tradition ol western countries.

For il dares to reilerate what
articulate scientists throughout
the world have tried to say lfor
23 years: man’s technical pow-
er to befoul the earth had made
ohsolete the traditional form of
human organization into rival,
sovereign nations. We adhere
to nationalism and its trap-
pings at the peril of the spe-
ries. To find new forms is the
categorical imperative ol the
intellectual’s conscience. But
wa do not know how to achieve
them, and the man who insists
on reminding us of the crucial
unreachable is indicted for
meddling, for caring too much,

Sakharov's appeal is all the
mote remarkable as an apen
shout of defiance of the Com-
munist Party bureaucracy at a
critical time in the evolution of
Furopean Socialism. The inter-
nal conflict between a doclri-
paire Communist Party and a
pragmatic Soviet Government is
mirored in the trial and impri-
sonment of writers like Daniel
and Galanskov and in the diver-
gent tones of Brezhnev’s and
Kosygin's recent speeches. Ex-
ternally, the Soviet reaction to
the resurgence of liberalism in
Crechoslovakia remains, at this
writing, an unresolved crisis.

Sakharov poses two undeniable
theses. *The division of mankind
threatens it with destruction;”

and “infelleclual freedom is es-
sential to human society—free.
dom to obtain and distribute in-
formation, trcedom for open-
minded and unfearing debala
and freedom from peessure by
officialdom and prejudices.”

These theses are inevitably in-
teriwined. Minds are closed by
fear: fear keeps the pations
apart.

It is important o the USSR
and (0 Amecrica, as well  per-
haps to Sakharov himiself. that
we read his message ami  ex-
press our appreciation of the
basic theses. The USSR should
learn that we are capable of un-
derstanding the needs of a peo-
ple who are emerging from the
sutferings of a halfxentury  of
yevulqun, Stalinism and Hitler-
SN,

The capacity of a society to
tolerate liberal dissent helps to
predicl its conlormance to ifs
contracled obligations and ifs
dedication to huwmanitarian as
against geopolilical ebjectives,
Needless to sav, we musi ap-
piy the same measures {o our
own shortcomings and those of
our allies,

We must still unravel a host
of eomplicated issues. Our im-
mediate affirmation of a plea for
intellectual freedom is not an in-
frusive attack on the Soviet pre-
sence in Bastern Europe, but a
concern for how brutally such
power may be used. The coulin-
ued balkanization for should wa
sav “africanization’} of Europe
into independent  nilitary and
political forces remadins the worst
peril to its political stability. Ex-
aclly the same principles justitv
our support of NATO while wae
work for new concepts of Kuro-

pean and then world govern-
ment,
Tha V. 8 wilitary presenca

in Kurope is now less importamnt
as a . hostage-deterreni apainst
communist expansion than o Hi}
a vacuum that would otherwise
alract an independent German
force inevitably_ susceptible lo
the most dangerous nationalistie
pressures.

In this year of paradox, the
Kremlin's main anxicties about
its western {rontiers may come
from the threat of unilateral
American disengagement,



